I. Introduction
On November 26, 2012, the eighteenth annual conference of the Parties to the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change ("UNFCCC") was held in Doha, Qatar. There, an agreement was reached to extend the life of the Kyoto Protocol ("KP") up to 2020, which had been originally due to expire by the end of 2012. Greenhouse gas ("GHG") reduction obligation was also reallocated. Some applaud the output of this Conference, expressing relief because of the extension of KP.
1 Yet, others still stand skeptical, pointing out that the absence of world's leading countries including the United States ("US") and China in the KP may not be an effective solution to the climate change.
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As a result of the Doha Conference, a few questions of international law have been newly arising, e.g., an alternative energy technology aid for developing countries, allocation of reduction obligation based on the principle of equity, matter of common but differentiated responsibilities, and enactment of legislation to compensate the defect of international emission trading system. Now these pressing concerns of international society are destined to remain in existence by the extension of KP.
The primary purpose of this research is to introduce a viewpoint from the scientific skepticism towards "man-made climate change" and to figure out the political calculations inside KP from a viewpoint of international law. This paper is divided into five parts including Introduction and Conclusion. Part two will share the progress of international discourse of climate change from the beginning to the launch of the UNFCCC system. Part three will chase factors that had decisive effects on the various mechanisms of KP. Part four will attempt to brief the overall flow of the post-KP negotiations and to find out what kinds of interests were involved in the progress.
II. The Impeached and the Impeaching

A. Background
In the post-war period, the US dominated the world fossil fuel market which enabled her to seize the global political and economic hegemony. The US extensively developed its oil industry in the early years of twentieth century and began to vacuum the oilfields of the Middle East since 1920s.
3 During the Second World War, the US embarked upon fortifying its control over foreign oil resources, acquiring half of the petroleum businesses of the Middle East. The majority of oil trade volume and petroleum refining industries of the Middle East were under the possession of the US when the war was over. After the end of Cold War, the US began to strengthen its supremacy on the vast extension of the oil industry, as petroleum becomes a central axis in diplomatic strategy of the US. The US Dollar ("USD") became a key currency of petroleum transaction and rode drastic increasing demand through brisk oil trading on the strength of rapid globalization. 4 While the US was metamorphosing into a superpower on the momentum of petroleum, the EU, which lacked fossil fuel deposits, was intensifying its efforts to develop alternative energy technology. Through considerable exertion for decades the Europeans secured the world's best technique in the field of alternative energy by utilizing wind, solar heat, nuclear and tide as power resources. As time went by, the US occupied an unrivaled position in petroleum-based industries such as military, aerospace and information technology. However, compared to the petroleum-based industries which now became mainstream province of the world market, the power of alternative energy of the EU in the global industrial circles was relatively weak due to high production cost. 5 Yet, still, the alternative energy was the sole weapon for the Europeans that could recover global supremacy which was divested by the US. Thus, the EU might have necessity to convert the petroleumbased energy market into alternative energy market.
The most crucial task for the EU is to erode the dominance of fossil fuels. If the demand for petroleum drops off, the sudden return of US dollars to the American market would lead to serious inflation. It would result in, with the devaluation of the dollar, aggravating the economic condition of the US. By facilitating the outflow 3 gou hongyang, low-carbon ploT 185-186 (2010). of USD back to the US and strengthening the power of the Euro as a basic currency for alternative energy market, the EU would regain global political and economic hegemony. 6 In consequence, a series of provocative environmental keywords such as climate change, global warming, apocalypse and carbon dioxide ("CO 2 ") reduction have been mobilized by strategic need of the EU.
B. Global Warming
IPCC
The history of global warming discussion is not that long. Up until mid-1980s, the climatologists' major concern was a possibility of 'global cooling,' because the global temperature actually appeared dropping from 1940s to 1970s. 7 However, as the rumor claiming that the 'man-made' CO 2 absorbs the solar heat, consequently heating up the air temperature and triggering weather accidents, started circulating into the mass media, many people got concerned. 8 The mass communication appointed the global warming issue as a main keyword of international environmental question. Some even regarded the global warming as the most difficult conundrum that the mankind ever faced until now. 9 Papers, books and press releases warning dangerousness of climate change gushed day after day. Meanwhile, as a joint work of the World Meteorological Organization and the United Nations Environment Programme, the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change ("IPCC") was formed in 1988. IPCC took the lead of the global warming discourse, utilizing researches provided by the Climate Research Unit of East Anglia University and Meteorological Office of the Britain, thereby ultimately supplying theoretical framework to the EU. IPCC repeatedly warned the danger of the global warming through its own assessment reports, and identified CO 2 as a major factor causing sea level rise and glaciers' discharge. CO 2 is claimed to absorb thermal infrared radiation and re-emits it back to the ground; thereby it is reducing the amount of heat that escapes to space, consequently trapping heat and warming up the Earth.
10 In particular, the first assessment report of IPCC in 1990 stated that at 
CO 2 v. Solar Heat
Scientific research shows there were almost no systematic correlations between the atmospheric CO 2 concentration and temperature of the Earth during the past 500 million years. 13 There existed a period when CO 2 levels was almost ten times higher than today's, which was a glacial epoch. 14 Rather, the following grounds show that the principal climate driver is actually a solar activity. First, the solar activity affects the volume of clouds, which in turn affects the temperature of the Earth. The sun constantly discharges solar wind which surrounds the Earth and shields it from the influence of the cosmic ray. As the solar activity gets weak, the volume of the solar wind accordingly diminishes and the cosmic ray easily penetrates into the atmosphere of the Earth. The cosmic rays ionize air molecules and create cloud nuclei, which produce clouds that reflect solar radiation back into the outer space. Through these series of mechanism the temperature of the Earth decreases gradually. 15 The correlativity between the cosmic ray levels and size of clouds can be thoroughly corroborated by researches employing neutron chamber. 16 This is also a reason why the landscape paintings drawn during colder period usually portray cloudy skies. Second, the solar activity affects the volume of ozone which affects the temperature of the Earth. The more the sun becomes active, the more its ultraviolet rays enter into the Earth's atmosphere. The ultraviolet rays shatter oxygen molecules and reform it into ozone. These ozone molecules absorb more from the sun. Through these series of mechanism, the temperature of the Earth increases xx (1990 
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The cosmic rays create more or fewer clouds, and solar-driven ozone changes in the stratosphere creates more or less heating of the lower atmosphere. Due these two factors, the tiny variations in the sun's irradiance amplify into major climate changes on the Earth. Temperature rises if the sun gets active. On the other hand, ice age approaches if the solar activity reduces into minimum level.
18 The climate of the northern Atlantic has warmed and cooled nine times in the past 12,000 years in step with the waxing and waning of the sun.
19 Figure 1 shows the synchronicity of fluctuations in ice-borne debris (black) and carbon-14 (blue), suggesting that a varying activity of the sun can cause millennial climate change. with the solar activity cycle. 35 The last cooler period was the Little Ice Age of 14 th century. The Maunder Sunspot Minimum, when there was virtually no sunspots for some seventy years and marked the sun's weakest moment, caused very cold weather during the period. 36 According to the solar activity cycle, the present time would be a moment that the temperature gets warm again from the Little Ice Age.
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The intensity of the solar activity varies cyclically. In addition, the Earth's orbit around the sun forms an ellipse; this particular orbit repeatedly contracts and expands in a cycle of 100,000 years. 38 The amount of the sunrays arriving at the Earth decreases if the Earth and the sun get farther from each other. Furthermore, the gradient of the Earth's axis alters on a cycle of about 41,000 years, which also results in a variation of solar energy reaching the Earth.
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To sum up, the principal driver of the macroscopic climate change is the sun. Compared with the sun that alternately creates ice age and warm period, the Earth's environmental variables including human activity almost have no effect on the climate. 40 The hominids and other organisms have been withstanding climate cycles over millions of years. Many species faced extinction or dramatic population downsize when they failed to adapt to the changed surroundings. On the other hand, species flourished in favorable environment. The physical and substantive evidences left in the Earth clearly reveal that the solar activity constantly regulated temperature patterns. The species appropriately adopted according to this climate change. 41 Although the accuracy of some of these scientific evidences is currently controversial, considering CO 2 as a main control stick of the temperature change is not fully convincing. Whether instant or slow, the temperature rise of around five degrees gives 1.5 percent fluctuation to the total ice volume. 46 In the early stage of warming period, the temperature rise vaporizes more moisture from the ocean. This moisture, conveyed by clouds, accumulated on the surface of the glacier, consequently augmenting the volume of the ice sheet for more than eight thousands years. 47 After another few thousands of years, the warmth reaches the lower parts of the ice sheet and warms it enough to compensate for the raised accumulation on the surface, finally resulting in a decreasing ice volume. It takes almost 20 thousand years until the total ice volume actually reflect the five degrees warming. 48 This means glaciers' discharge of today cannot be an outcome of recent global warming. In fact, satellite observation records from late 1980s to mid-1990s when the global warming discourse was dawning show that the total ice volume has been actually increased. 51 It is true that the temperature over the Antarctic has increased, if the area is confined to the Antarctic Peninsula which takes up about three percent of total Antarctic. A broad array of Antarctic surface stations and satellite measurements shows that temperatures over the other 97 percent of the Antarctic continent have actually been decreasing, since the 1960s.
Threat
52
According to its own computer model, IPCC warned that the temperature rise in current trend may cause global sea level rise by more than 80cm by 2100.
53 Yet, analyzed data collected from satellites or tide gauge foresee that the rising degree in sea level may not exceed 15cm by 2100.
54 Figure 3 shows the means and techniques of recording sea level changes to make predictions for sea level rise during the next century. Multiple field observations (i.e. classical sea level research), tide gauges and satellite altimetry are all based on observational data. They give a uniform prospect for the future. The model-based outputs form the loading models and the scenario-based outputs of IPCC give much higher predictions values. The observational-based value of +10±10 cm (±5±15 cm) for year 2100 is strongly advocated as it is more realistic than the model outputs. 55 The sea level rise will be slow and gradual, and will, therefore, guarantee the littoral ecosystem enough time to move towards higher ground. Foreseeing famine and drought caused by global warming is not convincing, either. High temperature vaporizes much moisture from the ocean and lead to an increase in precipitation. Generally, hot and humid climate is a favorable condition for food production. Human society flourished during the warming period. It is often possible to see the vestigial remains of vineyards that were thrived in Medieval Warming. 57 The increasing levels of CO 2 in the Earth atmosphere may also promote cultivation because CO 2 functions as fertilizer to most plants. 60 The adoption of UNFCCC was a notable event, because, before UNFCCC, there was no written international norm which prohibits air pollution. UNFCCC, through its preamble, elevates the change in the Earth climate and its adverse effects as a "common concern of humankind," sharing with concern that 'human activities' have been "substantially increasing the atmospheric concentrations of greenhouse gas."
61 Moreover, UNFCCC notes that "the largest share of historic and current global emission of greenhouse gases has originated in developed countries, that per capita emissions in developing countries are still relatively low and that the share of global emissions originating in developing countries will grow to meet their social and development needs." 62 It also acknowledges that "widest possible cooperation by all countries and their participation in an effective and appropriate international response in accordance with their common but differentiated responsibilities and respective capabilities and their social and economic conditions" are required.
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UNFCCC also defines climate change as "a change of climate which is attributed directly or indirectly to human activity that alters the composition of the global atmosphere and which is in addition to natural climate variability observed over comparable time periods," 64 and declares that the ultimate objective of it is to achieve "stabilization of greenhouse gas concentrations in the atmosphere at a level that would prevent dangerous anthropogenic interference with the climate system."
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The Convention emphasizes the "common but differentiated responsibilities and respective capabilities" and places stress upon principle of equity and historical responsibilities of developed countries, mentioning that the developed countries should "take the lead in combating climate change and the adverse effects." 66 It is needless to say that these devices are rooted in a premise that human activities cause climate change and GHG emissions must be controlled in order to halt its adverse effects. More than 400 signatures were collected to the 1992 Heidelberg Appeal, which expressed skepticism on the idea of restraining GHG emissions, only to bring no change.
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UNFCCC classifies its parties into Annex I, Annex II and non-annex countries, imposing them on common but differentiated duties for the sake of greenhouse gas reduction. Annex I is composed of 41 countries including the EU, Eastern Europe and the OECD members except South Korea, Mexico and Chile. These countries were bound by obligations to return the GHG emission quantity to their 1990 levels. 68 Annex II countries are Annex I members, except Eastern European countries, and obliged to provide technical and financial aid to non-annex parties.
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Finally, the non-annex parties are developing countries exempted from reduction obligation.
In addition, UNFCCC establishes Conference of the Parties ("COP") in order to regularly "review the implementation of the Convention" and produce "the decisions necessary to promote the effective implementation of the Convention."
70 COP became an annual conference after the entry into force of UNFCCC in 1994. At COP-3 held in Kyoto in 1997, a Protocol, popularly known as the Kyoto Protocol, which lays down detailed reduction obligations for the developed countries, was adopted. KP was also produced by IPCC. Through its own assessment report in 1995, IPCC nailed down that: "The balance of evidence suggests that there is a discernible human influence on global climate." 71 This report was formally accredited by COP-2 and became a theoretical background pressing for the birth of a detailed protocol to UNFCCC. In spite of the official title, Framework Convention on 'Climate Change,' UNFCCC brings its focus on the global warming discourse, in particular, CO 2 . The same, of course, applies to KP, which contains the detailed norm of UNFCCC. In other words, UNFCCC and KP are international legal grounds which consolidate a link connecting the following four scenarios: climate change discourse; GHG restrain trend; fossil fuel demand reduction; and the extension of alternative energy market. Yet, the ultimate objective of the EU was far more ambitious.
B. Flexibility Mechanisms
The EU designed some market-based devices that provide incentives to the countries which reduced more CO 2 and force the countries to purchase the credit when they cause more emission. The idea was realized and inserted into KP with a title of Kyoto Mechanism. KP sets out three flexibility mechanisms composed of International Emission Trading System ("ETS"), Joint Implementation ("JI") and Clean Development Mechanism ("CDM"). ETS is system which postulates total emission quantity and allocates Assigned Amount Units to the individual countries. 
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ETS indirectly compels countries to use alternative energy instead of fossil fuels. JI is structurally more advantageous to the EU for alternative energy technology. Above all, the reference currency of emission trading system is Euro. It was certain that when the emission trading will be universal, the scare of carbon market may overwhelm the current derivative markets and will bring economic loss to the US.
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In summary, the Kyoto Mechanism was an ultimate purpose of the climate change discourse; it is the reason why the US refused to participate in KP.
Opposition from the US was of course much anticipated to the EU from the beginning. The EU realized the necessity to receive support from the developing countries in order to consolidate justification of the KP system. This is why the EU depreciated the reduction obligations of the developing countries by inserting the common but differentiated responsibilities into KP, because, in early 1990s, CO 2 emission by the developing countries was not a something noticeable, so imposing obligations on the developing countries was not considered seriously. Therefore, it can be inferred that the CDM system was introduced to gather the active support of the developing countries. Providing technological assistance to the developing countries may help form global opinion against the usage of fossil fuel and thereby will induce pressure on the US. However, not everything was smooth sailing.
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C. Holes
The CDM market did not operate through properly the way that the EU originally expected, due to sharp economic growths of major developing countries such as China. China successfully attracted the CDM projects of many giant multinational corporations, utilizing her cheap labor force. As the wind power industries of China enhanced drastically, China's CO 2 reduction amount made up nearly one-third of the global CDM market. 82 Moreover, the developing countries began to emit more GHGs behind the shield of common but differentiated responsibilities. When developing countries will achieve economic development by uninhibited usage of fossil fuels and plunge into the global CDM market, all efforts to monopoly the world emission market control would turn to dust.
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To make matters worse, ETS did not function properly. Originally, ETS was designed to improve air pollution in the US for the purpose of reducing the pollutants through the trading of emission. At that time it was successful because ETS was implemented among the companies of similar capabilities; therefore evaluating reduction effort was not very difficult. However, things were different in emission trading at global scale, because the reduction effort can easily be influenced by economy fluctuation. Consequently, ETS has turned to be a money game of speculators, directing massive buying-spree when the price collapsed and disposal in case of market recovery. ETS did not actually halt the GHG emission. Russia's 1990 emissions, e.g., were 2,405 million tons, and had fallen by 2001 to 1,614 million tons.
86 Yet, this reduction amount was an unearned income which was mainly resulted from the economic instability due to collapse of the former Soviet Union. 87 These 800 million tons of credits enabled the EU to just pay Russia and earn perfunctory certificate of reduction rather than shutting down fossil fuel plants or removing trucks from its vital transportation infrastructure by means of escalating already high diesel fuel taxes.
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As a matter of fact, ETS accelerated the GHG emission in some spheres. The UN allocated different credits for each GHGs based on their warming effect and duration. CO 2 was given a value of 1 per metric ton, Methane is valued at 21, nitrous oxide is at 310 and HFC-23, the waste gas which is used for making the world's most common coolant, is at 11,700. 89 In other words, earning 11,700 credits by destroying a ton of HFC-23 is far more beneficial to manufacturers rather than just earning one credit by eliminating a ton of CO 2 . The market price for carbon credits varies considerably with demand, from about 9 USD to nearly 30 USD per credit. 90 Since there is no particular restriction regarding the method of reduction, it is possible to profit credits by intentionally churning out more HFC-23 and destroy its waste byproduct. 91 The credits thus made could be sold in international markets, earning tens of millions of US dollars a year. Such business discourages air-conditioning companies from switching to less-damaging alternative energy. Since 2005, 46 percent of all credits have been awarded to the 19 coolant factories, which employed this method in Argentina, China, India, Mexico and South Korea.
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Doubt towards effectiveness of KP was forming gradually as the principle of common but differentiated responsibilities and CDM transform trap to the EU and ETS continues to stay unstable. Judging such pace as a signal of an international skepticism about the UNFCCC system itself, today the EU contemplates a need to modify the elements of KP through the future conferences with a focus on post-KP climate responding system. 
IV. Post-Kyoto Negotiations
A. Copenhagen Conference
Bali Roadmap
COP-13, which was taken place in Bali, Indonesia drew up the Bali Roadmap to strengthen negotiations for all-out implementations of KP and decided to establish the GHG reduction system after the first commitment period of KP which was due to expire at the end of 2012, until COP-15. 
Copenhagen Feud
In 2009, COP-15 of UNFCCC took place in Copenhagen, Denmark. The goal of COP-15 was to arrange the climate change response system posterior to 2012. This conference was very important for the EU because if they would fail to extend the tenure of KP, the legal ground to compel the GHG reduction and to continue the ET system would disappear and the scheme to shake the status of USD would also go down the drain. Needless to say, China, India and Brazil did not support the position of the EU throughout the conference.
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At the Copenhagen conference, the biggest point at issue was whether the principle of common but differentiated responsibilities should be repealed or not. As major developing countries such as China that achieved rapid economic improvement extend their economic influence through the Kyoto Mechanisms within the ambit of the principle of common but differentiated responsibilities, the EU felt the urgency to alter the situation. 95 This was the reason why the Danish
Text which imposes equal reduction obligations to both developing and developed countries and does not allow poor countries to emit more than 1. 
Turning Point
Faced the subprime crisis, the US finally realized that the CO 2 reduction strategies including ETS could derive considerable fortune and help to improve the pressing economic crisis. Initially, the US denied participating in the KP system in order to avoid the emission trading market under the control of the EU. In other words, there was no reason for the US to disregard KP if the initiative of the emission trading market leaves the nest of the EU and rolls into the clutch of the US. If the US would become a centre of a new emission reduction system that would employ USD as key currency and would involve Brazil, South Africa, India and China, it could overcome the economic crisis and secure the status of USD. The GHG restriction system was timely collapsed because of the global financial debacle. 98 This led the US at the Copenhagen conference actively mediate discord between the EU and developing countries, and to promise to approve financial support to the UN's Green Climate Fund ("GCF"), the 100 billion USD climate change fund that will be used to assist developing countries in their efforts to combat climate change. 99 Thus, although COP-15 failed to draw a binding covenant, at least it ended with a promise to convene again, deciding to discuss specific reduction goal at COP-16 and provide financial support to the developing countries about 30 billion USD by 2012 and 100 billion USD by 2020, as the US suggested.
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The European dream to seize global economic supremacy by dominating the emission trading market is getting more difficult to realize, at least for now. The EU saw the necessity to maintain the flexibility mechanisms and to halt the developing countries from forming power inside ETS.
101 Meanwhile, the US entertained an ambition to build up a foundation to reconstruct the emission trading market. Both sides are now became to share a common purpose: to secure the control tower of the emission market; to prevent the industrialization of the developing countries; and to strengthen the GHG reduction system by abandoning the principle of common but differentiated responsibilities.
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B. Doha Conference
Cancun & Durban Prelude
The major agenda at COP-16 in Cancun, Mexico (2010) was about a new protocol that imposes reduction obligation to both developing and developed countries. Both the EU and the US stressed on the need for China's participation in the GHG reduction system. Developing countries including China and India stoutly opposed to such argument, without losing sight of differentiated historical and present responsibilities. 103 Eventually, the Cancun conference ended up without a specific conclusion, postponing further negotiations to the 2011 Durban conference.
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The same conflict was repeated in Durban, directing COP-17 to again fail to draw detailed conclusion. Yet, the Durban conference ended up abstractly determining an extension of KP. 105 It delegated the responsibility for setting up of specific extension period to Doha conference and decided to negotiate for the new international climate responding system until 2015 for the target year of 2020. 
Doha Climate Gateway
In November 2012, the anticipated COP-18 was held in Doha, Qutar. In this conference, the effective period of KP was extended for eight years, and the emission reduction goal was set up to 18% by 2020 below the 1990 level. How to build new climate response system which will begin from 2020 was simultaneously discussed. The flexible mechanisms including ETS and CDM also got life extension. 107 allot and raise the support fund was not established, so the construction of specific financing plan was pushed back to COP-19 in 2013.
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The US refused to jump in the second commitment period, as well. Russia, Canada, New Zealand and Japan have all issued statements to the effect that they will not sign to a second commitment period.
109 Consequently, the scope of KP was limited to only 15% of the global CO 2 emissions. This is an initial point of the gradual disintegration of the EU-based climate responding system and its US-based reorganization.
V. Conclusion
The current climate change response system has been progressing in a polarity between two superpowers, the EU and the US. The serious concern about the ecosystem or the consideration for the developing countries has never been existed in this progress. To make matters worse, most of the reasonable suspicions towards CO 2 , global warming and current climate response system have been ignored and treated as a cancer threatening the ground of KP. In fact, although more than 30,000 scientists signed on the Global Warming Petition Project that impeaches the manmade global warming, little has been changed yet. 110 On this account, the scope of climate change discussion in dimension of international law has been limited to subjects such as principle of equity or sustainable development, in relation to the allocation of reduction duty or technical aid for developing countries. However, if the fact that CO 2 from fossil fuel combustion does not seriously affect the Earth temperature is admitted and the close relation between CO 2 emission amount and per capita national income of the developing countries is considered, blocking economic development by restraining the usage of fossil fuel is rather to be considered as an impediment to the sustainable development. In fact, KP shall be gazed from more various angles because it stands as a result of 'political' endeavor to create a 'legal' binding by giving 'scientific' justification to the 'market' mechanism that unilaterally allows 'economic' advantages to developed countries. Pointing only a small prism of law to KP rather intensifies such unilateral and unreasonable structure.
The most ideal solution to the present reality would be a complete, verifiable and irreversible dismantlement of the current climate response system including ETS. However, the existing UNFCCC system has been continuing for more than 20 years despite persistent reasonable scientific suspicions, which places expectation upon developed countries to admit the scientific evidences leaving KP ineffective. Numerous climate negotiations will be hosted for many years in future and new climate response system would be established in 2020. The psychological warfare between the EU and the US will follow. Yet, the global warming discourse will not soon crumble, as long as the GHG reduction obligation and the flexibility mechanisms remain in existence.
More realistic task is to separate developing countries from unfair damages and to reduce investment income resulted from disturbance of the emission market. The discretionary authorities of the public officials should be reduced and detailed criteria shall be established in case of reallocating reduction amounts to the companies that faced downturn or business extension. Strict legal requirements for emission trading are also necessary to prevent emission credit speculation. Above all, the developing countries should retain persuasive ground for themselves. Fossil fuel usage is almost inevitable for the developing countries to enter into a certain growth orbit, as long as the alternative energy remains far too expensive and not cost-efficient. Economic growth of the developing countries is usually accompanied by corresponding CO 2 emission. In addition, fossil fuel was also a main propeller that gave such a strong economic capability to today's developed countries. Therefore, it is nothing but a blocking of rightful development if developed countries urge developing countries to restrain the use of fossil fuel, because it would be tantamount to demanding to halt economic growth. Exact statistics on this aspect should be submitted at the future climate conference.
It is true that we need to move away from much dependence on fossil fuels, because they are not inexhaustible resources. If so, the alternative energy technologies shall be considered as universal resources for all mankind. It is necessary to draw widespread recognition that monopolization of the alternative energies by few developed countries is not advisable for the sustainable development. What is ultimately essential for now is to establish global norm that acknowledges the core alternative energy technologies as common assets of humankind and prohibits making profit from such technologies.
